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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -2 1 are pending in this office action. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 13 and 19 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

■ With respect to claim 13, the claim is objected to because the phrase "at least one 
of a data and time". It appears that there is simply a typographical error in this 
phrase. For purposes of examination, the Examiner assumed that the word "data" 
was supposed to be "date." Appropriate clarification or correction is required. 

■ With respect to claim 19, the claim is object to because claim 19 is said to depend 
on "[t]he method of Claim 19..." After analyzing the claims, it appears that claim 
19 should depend on claim 18, and that the existing language simply contains a 
typographical error. For purposes of examination, the Examiner assumed that 
claim 19 is intended to depend on claim 18. Appropriate clarification or 
correction is required. 



Specification Objections 
3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

■ Paragraph [0004], lines 16-19 of the Applicant's published specification (pg. 1, 
two lines from the bottom in Applicant's unpublished version of the specification) 
makes a reference to a U.S. Patent when describing the known, relevant, prior art. 
However, the U.S. Patent number was not given for the referenced patent. In 
order to overcome this objection to the specification, the Applicant must either 
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amend the specification to include the patent number that was referenced or 
amend the specification such that it does no longer contains a reference to the 
subject matter of the referenced patent. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2 ) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1-10 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0143762 issued to David W. Boyd et al. 
(hereinafter "Boyd). 
Claim 1: 

Boyd discloses a system for organizing and retrieving digital images (Boyd: paragraph 
[0003], lines 1-3), comprising: 

a first database for storing first data and digital image data (Boyd: paragraph [0010], lines 7-17; 
Note that the first database for storing first data (metadata comprising time information, date information, location 
information, GPS information, etc.) and the actual digital images is located on the digital camera itself); 

a second database for storing second data (Boyd: paragraph [0011] and paragraph [0012], lines 1-2 
and paragraph [0020]; The second database is the database on a computer remote to the camera. And the data in this 
second database is second data.); and 
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a processor for searching the second data based on the first data, and storing the second 
data associated with the first data (Boyd: paragraphs [0013], [0014], [0020] and paragraph [0021], lines 1-3). 
Claim 2: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein a search of the digital image data can be conducted based on the associated second data 

(Boyd: paragraphs [0013], [0014], [0020] and paragraph [0021], lines 1-3; Note paragraph [0020], lines 4-5 which 
states that "[t]he query may include criteria for any field associated with the photographs. "). 
Claim 3: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 2, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein the first data includes a date that the digital image data was originally captured (Boyd: 
paragraph [0013], lines 1-10; Specifically note: "Time and date meta-data may be associated with each 
photograph."), and the second data includes at least one occasion (Boyd: paragraph [0014]; Specifically 
note that the user can search the second data in the second database for an occasion such as "Christmas.") and a 
date of the at least occasion (Boyd: paragraph [0014]; Finally note that the user can search the second data of 
the second database for the date of an occasion such as "Christmas [of] 2000."). 
Claim 4: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 2, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein the first data includes positioning system coordinates where the digital image data was 
originally captured (Boyd: paragraph [0013], lines 1-7), and the second data includes at least one 
location name (Boyd „ i / 0014]; Note that the second data is searched for the location "Hawaii. ") and 
the position system coordinates of the at least one location name (Boyd: paragraph [0020]; Note that 
the second data can be searched with location information such as GPS coordinates.). 
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Claim 5: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 1, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein the second database is located at a location remote from the first database (Boyd: 
paragraphs [0010], [0012], and [0020]; As noted above, the "first database" is on the camera, and the "second 
database" is database on the computer system. Note that the database inside the camera is remote from the database 
inside the computer system.). 
Claim 6: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 5, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein the Internet connects the first and second databases (Boyd: paragraphs 100221 and 
[0012];Paragraph [0022] expressly shows wherein "code segments can be downloaded via the internet." Paragraph 
[0012] shows specifically wherein the photographs are "downloaded" from the camera to the computer system. This 
appears to show where the first database (camera database) and the second database (computer system database) are 
connected via the Internet..). 
Claim 7: 

Boyd discloses a system for organizing and retrieving digital images using global 
positioning system coordinates (Boyd: paragraph [0003], lines 1-3 and paragraph [0013], lines 1-10 and 
paragraph [0014]), comprising: 

a digital camera having a positioning system receiver for capturing a digital image (Boyd: 
paragraph [0010], lines 7-15); 

a first database storing the digital image data along with positioning system coordinates 
of the location where the image was taken (Boyd: paragraph [0010], lines 15-17; The first database is where 
the GPS coordinates are originally stored.); 
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a second database for storing positioning system coordinates information and associated 
location names of a plurality of locations (Boyd: paragraph [0010], lines 17-21; The database mentioned in 
paragraph [0010], lines 17-21 is the second database.); and 

a processor for determining the positioning system coordinates of the digital image stored 
in the first database, searching the second database for matching positioning system coordinates, 
and if a match is found storing the location name with the digital image data in the first database 
(Boyd: paragraph [00101, lines 21-25; 11 appears the GPS coordinates gathered in the first database are "bounced off 
of" the database GPS values identifying actual locations.). 
Claim 8: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 7, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein a search of the digital images is conducted on the basis of the location name (Boyd: 
paragraph [0014]; Search is carried out on the location name "Hawaii."). 
Claim 9: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 8, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
wherein at least one of a date and a time when the image was captured is stored in the first 
database with the digital image data (Boyd: paragraph [0014] and paragraph [0020], lines 14-16; Search is 
carried out on limitation of "Christmas 2000. " Specifying the year limitation of 2000 is a date restriction. 
Furthermore, Christmas of 2000 is known to be December 25. Also note paragraph [0020], lines 14-16). 
Claim 10: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 9, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses a 
third database for storing at least one occasion (Boyd: paragraph [0014]) and a date of the at least one 
occasion (Boyd: paragraph [0020], lines 14-16 and paragraph [0014]). 
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Claim 13: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 9, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses a 
fourth database for storing second digital image data containing positioning system coordinate 
information (Boyd: paragraph [0013], lines 1-7 and paragraph [0020], lines 1-9) and at least one of a date 
and time the second digital image was captured, the second digital image being captured by 
another (Boyd: paragraph [0013], lines 8-10 andparagraph [0020], lines 14-16), 

wherein a search is conducted of the fourth database based on at least one of the date and 
time stored in the first database (Boyd: paragraph [0020], lines 14-16). 
Claim 14: 

Claim 14 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 7. 
Claim 15: 

Claim 15 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 11-12, 16-19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Boyd and further in view of Non-Patent Literature titled "Augmented Album: Situation- 
dependent System for a Personal Video/Image Collection" authored by K. Priyantha 
Hewagamage et al. (hereinafter "Hewagamage"). 
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Claim 16: 

Boyd discloses all the elements of claim 15, as noted above, and Boyd further discloses 
the steps of: 

determining the date of the digital image stored in the first database (Boyd: paragraph [0010], 
lines 12-15); 

searching the second database for a matching date (Boyd: paragraph [0014] and paragraph 
[0020], lines 14-16). 

However, Boyd does not expressly disclose if a match is found, storing in the first 
database the occasion with the digital image data. 

However, Hewagamage discloses if a match is found, storing in the first database the 
occasion with the digital camera (Hewagamage: pg. 324, column 2, lines 15-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teachings of Boyd with the teachings of Hewagamage noted above. The 
skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve the teachings of Boyd per the above in 
order to simplify the content-based analysis of multimedia data sources (Hewagamage: pg. 326, 
column 2, lines 14-18). 
Claim 11: 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under the same reasons set forth in the rejection of claim 16. 
Claim 12: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 1 1, as 
noted above, and Boyd further discloses wherein the location name and occasion are used as 
sorting parameters for the associated digital images (Boyd: paragraphs [0016] - [0017] and paragraphs 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,509 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2169 

[0020] - [0021]; Note that the user queries the database to create groups digital images and identifies the groups 
with labels. This process of creating groups is equivalent to sorting the digital images. And paragraph [0020] lists 
some of the parameters in order to generate the groups.). 
Claim 17: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 16, as 
noted above, and Boyd further discloses the step of storing in a third database images (Boyd: 
paragraph [0021], lines 1-5; At least the images of a thumbnail of the image is stored in the database.) taken by 
another along with positioning system coordinate information (Boyd: paragraphs 100131, Hues 3-7 and 
paragraph 100201, lines 4-9) and at least one of a data and a time stamp (Boyd: paragraphs [0013], lines 8- 
10 and [0020], lines 14-16). 
Claim 18: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 17, as 
noted above, and Boyd further discloses the step of searching the third database to retrieve 
images having at least one of a matching positioning system coordinates (Boyd: paragraph [0020], 
lines 1-9), date and time (Boyd: paragraph [0020], lines 14-16). 
Claim 19: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 18, as 
noted above, and Boyd further discloses wherein the third database is located at a location 
remote from the first database (Boyd: paragraphs [0010], [0012], and [0020]; It appears that the Boyd 
reference can be interpreted such that the " first database " is on the camera and is disclosed at Boyd: paragraph 
[0010], lines 12-15 , the " second database " is also on the camera and is disclosed at Boyd: paragraph [0010], lines 
17-21, and finally the " third database " can be the database stored on the computer system and is disclosed at Boyd: 
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paragraph [0011] and pa >> ra\ h [0012], lines 1-2 and paragraph [0020]. Note that the "first database" inside the 
camera is remote from the "third database" inside the computer system.). 
Claim 21: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 15, as 
noted above, and Boyd further discloses the steps of: 

determining digital images having dates within a first preset range and having positioning 
system coordinate information within the second preset range (Boyd: paragraph [0020]); and 

labeling the determined images with a location label and an occasion label corresponding 
to the date range and positioning system coordinate information range (Boyd: paragraphs 100161- 
[0018] and paragraph [0020] - [0021]). 

6. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boyd in view of 
Hewagamage and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0010602 issued to 
Alexander C. Loui et al. (hereinafter "Loui"). 
Claim 20: 

The combination of Boyd and Hewagamage discloses all the elements of claim 19, as 
noted above, but the previously mentioned combination does not expressly disclose wherein a 
fee is charged for retrieving the digital image stored in the third database. 

However, Loui discloses wherein a fee is charged for retrieving the digital image stored 
in the third database (Loui: paragraph [0031], lines 3-5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the previously mentioned combination with the teachings of Loui noted 
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above for the purpose of retrieving a digital image stored in a database (loui: paragraph [0031], lines 
5-6). The Examiner asserts that the results of modifying the previously mentioned combination 
with the teachings of Loui noted above would have been predictable. Such results would simply 
be a database management system which would limit access to images stored in a database to 
those users paying a fee. It is also noted that Loui expressly notes that such a system is "well 
understood by those skilled in the art" (Loui: paragraph [0031], lines 6-7). 

Examiner Notes 

■ The Examiner notes for the record that a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 was considered 
with respect to system claim 1 in the instant application. However, after consulting the 
Applicant's specification, it appears that the "processor" claimed in claim 1 is at 
minimum a combination of hardware and software. The Examiner made this 
determination not based upon any single passage, but in light of the overall context of the 
terms use in the Applicant's specification. If it is discovered during the course of further 
prosecution that the claimed "processor" is intended to be directed to anything less than a 
combination of hardware and software (i.e., solely software), a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
101 would be revisited and system claim 1 would be re-evaluated to determine if the 
claim was directed to software, per se. 
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